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DETAILED ACTION 
Notice To Applicant 

1 . This communication is in response to the application filed on 12/1/2003. Claims 
1-21 have been cancelled. Claims 22-41 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 22-23, 25-26, 29-30, 35, and 38-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Ballantyne et al. (5,867,821 ; hereinafter Ballantyne), in view 
of Evans (5,924,074; hereinafter Evans). 

(A) As per claim 1 , Ballantyne discloses a personal assistant system, comprising: 

(1) a personal assistant (Ballantyne: abstract; col. 1 , line 1-col. 2, line 63; Fig. 
1-12B); 



Application/Control Number: 10/725,198 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3626 

(2) an electronic physician data module for collecting, storing, processing, and 
referencing information, the electronic physician data module being in said 
personal assistant (Ballantyne: abstract; col. 1, line 1-col. 2, line 63; Fig. 1- 
12B); 

(3) a sound recording device integral with said personal assistant (Ballantyne: 
abstract; col. 1, line 1-col. 2, line 63; Fig. 1-12B); and 

(4) a dictation module for electronically storing recorded voice from said 
sound recording device as a voice file, the automated dictation module 
being adapted to associate said voice file with said infonnation 
(Ballantyne: abstract; col. 1, line 1-col. 2, line 63; Fig. 1-12B). 

Ballantyne, however, fails to expressly disclose a personal assistant system, 
comprising: 

(5) an automated data collection module for inputting a patient identifier and 
relating said identifier with said information, the automated data collection 
module being in said personal assistant. 

Nevertheless, this feature is old and well known in the art, as evidenced by 
Evans. In particular, Evans discloses a personal assistant system, comprising: 
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(5) an automated data collection module for inputting a patient identifier and 
relating said identifier with said information, the automated data collection 
module being in said personal assistant (Evans: abstract; col. 1, line 1-col. 
3, line 43; Fig. 1-24). 

One of ordinary skill would have found it obvious at the time of the invention to 
combine the teachings of Evans with the teachings of Ballantyne with the motivation of 
storing medical records in personal digital assistants (Evans: col. 1, lines 5-10). 

(B) As per claim 23, Ballantyne discloses the system of claim 22, further comprising 
an information transmission device integral with said personal assistant (Ballantyne: 
abstract; col. 1. line 1-col. 2, line 63; Fig. 1-1 2B). 

(C) As per claim 25, Ballantyne discloses the system of claim 23, wherein the 
information transmission device is a magnetic strip reader (Ballantyne: abstract; col. 1, 
line 1-col. 2, line 63; col. 11, lines 40-47; Fig. 1-1 2B). 

(D) As per claim 26, Ballantyne discloses the system of claim 23, wherein the 
information transmission device is an infra-red beam (Ballantyne: abstract; col. 1, line 1- 
col. 2, line 63; Fig. 1-12B). 
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(E) As per claim 29, Ballantyne discloses the system of claim 22, further comprising 
a connection to an external computer (Ballantyne: abstract; col. 1, line 1-col. 2. line 63; 
Fig. 1-12B). 

(F) As per claim 30, Ballantyne discloses a method of automatically associating 
information with an individual identified by an identifier, said method comprising: 

(1) storing said information in a personal assistant (Ballantyne: abstract; col. 
1, line 1-col. 2, line 63; Fig. 1-1 2B); and 

(2) recording a voice file associated with said information (Ballantyne: 
abstract; col. 1, line 1-col. 2, line 63; Fig. 1-1 2B). 

Ballantyne, however, fails to expressly disclose a method of automatically 
associating information with an individual identified by an identifier, said method 
comprising: 

(3) reading an identifier and relating said identifier with said voice file; and 

(4) automatically associating the identifier with the information. 

Nevertheless, this feature is old and well known in the art, as evidenced by 
Evans. In particular, Evans discloses a method of automatically associating information 
with an individual identified by an identifier, said method comprising: 
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(3) reading an identifier and relating said identifier with said voice file (Evans: 
abstract; col. 1. line 1-col. 3. line 43; Fig. 1-24); and 

(4) automatically associating the identifier with the information (Evans: 
abstract; col. 1, line 1-coL 3, line 43; Fig. 1-24). 

One of ordinary skill would have found it obvious at the time of the invention to 
combine the teachings of Evans with the teachings of Ballantyne with the motivation of 
storing medical records in personal digital assistants (Evans: col. 1, lines 5-10). 

(G) As per claim 35, Ballantyne discloses the method of claim 30, further comprising 
the step of transferring the information to a computer (Ballantyne: abstract; col. 1, line 1- 
col. 2, line 63; Fig. 1-12B). 

(H) Claims 38-39 substantially repeat the same limitations as those of claims 22-23 
and therefore, are rejected for the same reasons given for that claim and incorporated 
herein. 

(I) As per claim 40, Ballantyne discloses the software program of claim 38, wherein 
the electronic physician data module associates a patient record with a patient 
(Ballantyne: abstract; col. 1, line 1-col. 2, line 63; Fig. 1-12B). 
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(J) As per claim 41 , Ballantyne discloses the software program of claim 40, wherein 
said association occurs via data gathered by an information transmission device 
(Ballantyne: abstract; col. 1, line 1-coL 2. line 63; Fig. 1-128). 



4. Claims 24, 27-28, 31-34, and 36-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ballantyne, in view of Evans, as applied to claim 22 above, and 
further in view of Schultz et al. (5,679,943; hereinafter Schultz). 

(A) As per claim 24, Ballantyne fails to expressly disclose the system of claim 23, 
wherein the information transmission device is a laser configured to read bar codes. 

Nevertheless, these features are old and well known in the art, as evidenced by 
Schultz. In particular, Schultz discloses the system of claim 23, wherein the infomiation 
transmission device is a laser configured to read bar codes (Schultz: abstract; col. 6, 
line 15, col. 8, line 2; Fig. 1-74). 

One of ordinary skill would have found it obvious at the time of the invention to 
combine the teachings of Schultz with the combined teachings of Ballantyne and Evans 
with the motivation of providing an improved hand-held terminal (Schultz: col. 2, lines 
60-63). 

(B) As per claim 27, Ballantyne fails to expressly disclose the system of claim 23, 
wherein the information transmission device is an alpha-numeric scanner. 
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Nevertheless, these features are old and well known in the art, as evidenced by 
Schultz. In particular, Schultz discloses the system of claim 23, wherein the infomnation 
transmission device is an alpha-numeric scanner (Schultz: abstract; col. 6, line 15, col. 
8, line 2; Fig. 1-74). 

One of ordinary skill would have found it obvious at the time of the invention to 
combine the teachings of Schultz with the combined teachings of Ballantyne and Evans 
with the motivation of providing an improved hand-held terminal (Schultz: col. 2, lines 
60-63). 

(D) As per claim 28, Ballantyne fails to expressly disclose the system of claim 23, 
wherein the information transmission device is a radio frequency transceiver. 

Nevertheless, these features are old and well known in the art, as evidenced by 
Schultz. In particular, Schultz discloses the system of claim 23, wherein the information 
transmission device is a radio frequency transceiver (Schultz: abstract; col. 2, lines 40- 
60; col. 6, line 15, col. 8, line 2; Fig. 1-74). 

One of ordinary skill would have found it obvious at the time of the invention to 
combine the teachings of Schultz with the combined teachings of Ballantyne and Evans 
with the motivation of providing an improved hand-held tenninal (Schultz: col. 2, lines 
60-63). 
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(E) As per claim 31 , Ballantyne discloses the method of claim 30, wherein the step of 
reading scans a code uniquely associated with the individual (Ballantyne: abstract; col. 
1. line 1 -col. 2. line 63; Fig. 1-128). 

Ballantyne, however, fails to expressly disclose the method of claim 30, wherein 
the step of reading scans a barcode [Emphasis added.]. 

Nevertheless, these features are old and well known in the art, as evidenced by 
Schultz. In particular, Schultz discloses the method of claim 30, wherein the step of 
reading scans a bar code (Schultz: abstract; col. 2, lines 40-60; col. 6, line 15, col. 8, 
line 2; Fig. 1-74). 

One of ordinary skill would have found it obvious at the time of the invention to 
combine the teachings of Schultz with the combined teachings of Ballantyne and Evans 
with the motivation of providing an improved hand-held terminal (Schultz: col. 2, lines 
60-63). 

(F) Claims 32-34 substantially repeat the same limitations of claim 31 and therefore, 
are rejected for the same reasons given for that claim and incorporated herein. 

Moreover, Examiner notes that Applicants duplication of bar codes (e.g., a 
second bar code associated with the information; scanning the second bar code, 
associating the information associated with the second bar code, etc.) has no 
patentable significance unless a new and unexpected result is produced. In re Harza, 
274 F. 2d 669, 124 USPQ 378 (CCPA 1960). 
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(G) Claim 36 substantially repeats the same limitations as those of claim 31 and 
therefore, is rejected for the same reasons given for that claim and incorporated herein. 

(H) Claim 37 substantially repeats the same limitations as those of claim 24 and 
therefore, is rejected for the same reasons given for that claim and incorporated herein. 



Conclusion 



5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
Applicant's disclosure. The cited but not applied art teaches a personalized hand held 
calorie counter (5,890,128); a micro-computer and printer for printing a prescription slip 
(5,884,273); a modular microprocessor-based health monitoring system (5,307,263). 

The cited but not applied prior art also includes non-patent literature articles by 
Michael Menduno ("Power To The Pad" Sep 1999. Hospitals & Health Networks. Vol. 
73, Iss. 9. pg. 28.); Jeff Barbian ("Lending A Helping Hand To Health Care" Jul 1999. 
Computer User. Vol. 18, Iss. 7. pg. 22.); and NY Times News Service ("Maternity Ward 
Fashions: Chip ID'S And Bar Codes More Hospitals Use Technology To Make Sure 
Newborns Go Home With The Right Mother" Sep 20, 1999. Greensboro News Record. 
Pg. D.2.). 
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6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mike Tomaszewski whose telephone number is 
(671)272-81 17. The examiner can nomially be reached on M-F 7:00 am - 3:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Thomas can be reached on (571)272-6776. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infomnation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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